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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -1 5 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 6 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,184 B1 issued to Puri et al. 

3. As to claim 1 , Puri teaches a computer-implemented method of accessing 
content of a message, comprising: 

defining a context object for a message ("...common logical definition of the 
structure of such messages must be established" Col. 5 Ln. 25 - 35, Business Objects 
210/220/230), the context object being an abstraction of content of the message, the 
context object stored in a repository ("...data stores..." Col. 7 Ln. 21 - 29, "...business 
object..." Col. 6 Ln. 14-25); 
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assigning the context object to one or more interfaces through which the 
message is to be communicated ("...API..." Col. 2 Ln. 20-24, Ln. 33 - 37, "...each 
business object is represented by a combination of a high level API 104..." Col. 7 Ln. 1 1 
- 29); and 

accessing, via the context object, the content of the message at one of the 
interfaces ("...invoked... to selectively forward the message...", "...on the direction of the 
high level APIs to perform... business function of the business object by selectively 
accessing one..." Col. 7 Ln. 30 - 54 "...specific accesses to the data stores... necessary 
to process the sales order..." Col. 9 Ln. 10 - 13). 

4. As to claims 6 and 1 1 , see the rejection of claim 1 above. 

5. As to claim 8, Puri teaches a system in accordance with claim 6, further 
comprising a directory that stores a plurality of routing rules for routing messages 
between a sender and one or more receivers through one or more message interfaces 
("...maintains rules..." Col. 6 Ln. 46-57). 

6. As to claim 9, Puri teaches a system in accordance with claim 8, wherein the 
context objects are assigned to the one or more interfaces according to one or more 
business processes stored in the directory ("...selected business object... API..." Col. 2 
Ln. 15-24, Col. 6 Ln. 41 -57). 
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7. As to claim 10, Puri teaches a system in accordance with claim 9, further 
comprising an integration server for executing the one or more business processes 
(figure 1 Switch 102/112/122/132, "...switching means..." Col. 2 Ln. 25-37, Col. 6 Ln. 
41 -57). 

8. As to claim 12, Puri teaches a computer program product in accordance with 
claim 11, wherein accessing the content includes accessing application data associated 
with the context object ("...invoked... to selectively forward the message...", "...on the 
direction of the high level APIs to perform.. .business function of the business object by 
selectively accessing one..." Col. 7 Ln. 30-54 "...specific accesses to the data 
stores... necessary to process the sales order..." Col. 9 Ln. 10 - 13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 2-5, 7 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,184 B1 issued to Puri et al. in view of U.S. 
Pub. No. 2005/0182843 A1 issued to Reistad et al. 
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10. As to claim 2, Puri teaches a computer-implemented method in accessing 
content of a message, comprising: 

defining a context object for a message ("...common logical definition of the 
structure of such messages must be established" Col. 5 Ln. 25 - 35, Business Objects 
210/220/230), the context object being an abstraction of content of the message, the 
context object stored in a repository ("...data stores..." Col. 7 Ln. 21 -29, "...business 
object..." Col. 6 Ln. 14-25); 

assigning, to the one or more interfaces through which the message is to be 
communicated, the context object describing the message ("...API..." Col. 2 Ln. 20 - 
24, Ln. 33 - 37, "...each business object is represented by a combination of a high level 
API 104..." Col.7Ln. 11 -29); and 

accessing, via the context object, the content of the message at one of the 
interfaces, wherein accessing the content includes accessing application data 
associated with the context object ("...invoked. ..to selectively forward the message...", 
"...on the direction of the high level APIs to perform... business function of the business 
object by selectively accessing one..." Col. 7 Ln. 30 - 54 "...specific accesses to the 
data stores... necessary to process the sales order..." Col. 9 Ln. 10 - 13). 

Puri is silent with reference to criteria to enable reuse across one or more 
interfaces, the context object providing the criteria for determining one or more send 
steps at one of the interfaces. 
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Reistad teaches criteria to enable reuse across one or more interfaces, the 
context object providing the criteria for determining one or more send steps at one of 
the interfaces (Resolve 204 page 3 paragraph 0024). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Puri with the teaching of Reistad because 
the teaching of Reistad would improve the system of Puri by providing a compact string 
of characters used to identify or name a resource and the main purpose of the 
identification is to enable interaction with representations of the resource over a 
network. 

11. As to claim 3, Reistad teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 , wherein the 
context object includes a name and a namespace, the context object used to select a 
send process for the message sent to at least one of assigned interfaces ("...CIM 
namespace... class name..." page 4 paragraph 0029). 

12. As to claim 4, Reistad teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 , further 
comprising storing the context object in a repository accessible by a runtime engine to 
communicate with the one or more interfaces ("...accessing..." page 3 paragraph 0024) 

13. As to claims 5,7,13 and 15, see the rejection of claim 3 above. 

14. As to claim 14, see the rejection of claim 4 above. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 5/21/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues in substance that (1 ) the Puri prior art does not define a context 
object that includes the abstraction of content of the message and as such does not 
teach assigning the context object one or more interfaces through which messages are 
communicated, and (2) the "resource identifier" of the Reistad prior art can not 
constitute a context object. 

As to point (1 ), the Puri prior art discloses a process and network architectures 
for loosely coupling object and non-object oriented applications to a network object 
broker hub and network messaging system. The network messaging system 
implements publish-subscribe model in which all messages conform to a common 
logical definition (business object/context object) to all applications (i.e. common 
logical definition/business object is an abstraction of the content of the message 
because it is common to any message type). The common logical definition of such 
objects, records and other data structures is shared among the applications coupled to 
the network messaging system and describes the content of a message. Business 
objects as the common logical definition are embodied by a combination of high level 
APIs, low level APIs and data stores in each of the applications. Each business object is 
represented by the high level APIs and low level APIs (i.e. business object is assigned 
to the high level APIs and low level APIs). The higher level APIs representing the 
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business object are based on the content of the message and provide the necessary 
low level APIs for accessing the application's data stores (content of the message) to 
execute the business object. 

As to point (2), the Examiner agrees the "resource identifier" alone does not 
constitute the "context object", however the "resource identifier" is part of a common 
information model (CIM) class (object) that constitutes the "context object" (Reistad 
page 4 paragraph 0029). 

The instant disclosure describes the context objects as follows: "Context objects 
234 are predefined criteria to determine potential receivers of messages that must be 
distributed between software components and business partners during collaborative 
processing. Information about the context objects 234 are used in determining receiving 
application(s) prior to processing a complete message for distribution..." In the same 
vein the "resource identifier" of the Reistad prior art as part of the common information 
model class is used to identify/determine appropriate resource agent/resource that 
receives a message. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles E. Anya whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3757. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on 571-272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Meng-Ai An/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2195 
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